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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.
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PER CURI AM

Kenneth Ringo appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgnment in favor of Appellee denying his clains under
Title VI1 of the Gvil R ghts Act of 1964, as anended, 42 U S.C A
88 2000e to 2000e-17 (West 1994 & Supp. 2002). We affirm

We review an award of summary judgnent de novo. Hi ggins v.

E.1. DuPont de Nempurs & Co., 863 F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th G r. 1988).

Summary judgnment is appropriate only if there are no genui ne i ssues
of material fact and the noving party is entitled to judgnent as a

matter of law. Fed. R Cv. P. 56(c); Celotex Corp. v. Catrett,

477 U.S. 317, 322-23 (1986). The evidence is viewed in the |ight

nost favorable to the non-noving party. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby,

Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 255 (1986).

Wth these standards in mnd, we affirmon the reasoning of
the district court, stated fromthe bench followng a full hearing.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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